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PROCEEDINGS
(10:00 a.m.)

CEAITMAN RAY: On the record, rlease.

Before we continue with ifultimedia's direct case,
or we are just now beginning Multimedia's direct case, I
would like to read for the record the clarification of
vesterday's ruling on NAB's Motion for Reconsideration.

"NAB had requested a clarification of vesterday's
ruling in which the Tribunal granted IMCAA's Motion to
Dismiss NAB's claim for WDBJ and WTAJ. MNAB referred the.:
mribunal to the claims filed by Shur Communications, Inc.

and Macromedia, Inc., the parents of WDBJ and WTAJ.

However, the Tribunal did not view that these claims were

filed by the parent corporation for all of its subsidiaries|
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The claim filed bv WAGT Television, Inc., Shur Communicatiohs

Inc. was specifically for WAGT Television.

"Tn Part IV of the Claim it states, 'Nature of
work for which claim is filed, all stations produced pro-
gramming broadcast by WAGT and the claim was submitted by
WAGT-TV's president and General Counsel'. Similarly, the
claim filed by Gateway Cormunications, Inc., licensee of
TV station of WENG~-TV ard Macromedia, Inc., its parent
corporation, sprecifically states in Part IV of the clain,
'Nature of work for which claim is filed all station producs

Programming, including newscasts, public affairs, childrens

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVENUE, N.W.

et



S

i;: ;3 Pps e

<3

%

LR L LN AW RV
VNG ety Cierrnt !

10

11

12

‘13

14

15

16

17

18

19

338

and sports programming broadcast bv WBNG-TV' and the claim
is submitted by WBNG'’s vice president and general manager.

The Tribunal considers that the mere mention of
the parent corroration was not enough to rut the Tribunal
on notice and the other parties on notice that a claim had
been filed for other subsidiaries, besides the one mentione
as the nature work for which a claim is filed and the sign-
ing officer.”

Mr. Lutzker, do vou have an opening statement?

MR. LUTZKER: Yes, I do have a short opening
statement.

Multimedia is pleased to be here, Multimedia has
been one of the most diligent progran suppliers in present-
ing an independent Phase II case to the Tribunal. This,
in fact, is the fifth consecutive presentation that Multi-
media has made covering the 19279 through the 1983 Cable
Royalty Distribution proceeding.

In each proceeding we have expressed our particu-
lar concerns with the formulation of division of.royalties
as proposed by MﬁAA, and in each instance the Tribunal has
recognized the validity of these objections in awardine

“‘ultimedia a sum different from what MPAA had proposed in

fits own independent studies.
Since the’1979 proceeding, the awards to Multi-

. K 3 .
*-€21a have been challenged only once by INPAA in court, in
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